Q Document

from Wikipedia
For centuries, biblical scholars followed the Augustinian hypothesis: that the Gospel of Matthew was the first to be written, Mark used Matthew in the writing of his, and Luke followed both Matthew and Mark in his (the Gospel of John is quite different to the other three, which because of their similarity are called the Synoptic Gospels).

Nineteenth-century New Testament scholars who rejected Matthew's priority in favor of Markan priority speculated that Matthew's and Luke's authors drew the material they have in common with the Gospel of Mark from Mark's Gospel. But Matthew and Luke also share large sections of text not found in Mark. They suggested that neither Gospel drew upon the other, but upon a second common source, termed Q.
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The Gospels of Matthew and Luke were written independently, each using Mark and a second hypothetical document called "Q" as a source. Q was conceived as the most likely explanation behind the common material … found in … Matthew and … Luke but not in Mark.
Albert Barnes On The

Resemblance Between Jude And II Peter 2

Three Possibilities:

· Holy Spirit inspired them both to say the same thing

· both copied from a common document

· one … had seen (and adopted from) the epistle of the other

About the 1st, Barnes says: by no means probable … would not be in accordance with what seems to have been a law in inspiration, that the sacred writers were to allowed to express themselves according to the bent of their own genius
Barnes leans toward Peter copying from Jude - That the style and phraseology of Jude is simple, unlaboured, and without ornament; while that of Peter is artificial, and wears the appearance of embellishment and amplification … with rhetorical flourishes … - genius?, inspired of God?
The Bible teaches the first possibility is the correct one.  Mr. Barnes seems to be overlooking the fact that God is the real author of both Jude and II Peter.  If we can understand that similarities between animal species does not indicate evolution, but instead indicates a common designer solving similar problems, then why can’t we understand the same when it comes to Jude and II Peter 2?

Same As Q-Document Theory - In Principle
Introduction to Truth Magazine’s “Bible Text Books” workbook on I and II Samuel (by Mike Willis):  “the author relied on previously existing narratives in writing the book.”

Scientific Evidences Of The Bible's Inspiration (by Bert Thompson, Apologetics Press):

· “For example, it did not require revelation for Moses to write of the journey of Israel from Egypt to Sinai or the Plains of Moab.  Moses was there; he was an eyewitness observer to the things about which he wrote.” (page 6)

· “When we say the Bible is the Word of God, it makes no difference whether the writers of Scripture gained their information by direct revelation from God as in the case of the Book of Revelation, or whether they researched matters as Luke did or whether they got their knowledge from extant sources, court records, or even by word of mouth.” (page 10, quote of Dr. Harold Lindsell)
Two Problems With This View
First and foremost, it runs contrary to how the Bible says inspiration works.

Second, though Mike and Bert believe the Bible to be inerrant, some who read their view of inspiration will likely take it further and say the parts of the Bible that the human authors had to research or depend upon their own experiences to write are subject to error just like any other document generated through human research or personal experience.  Tersely put, the unintended consequences of these theories can lead to modernism.
Tongue In Cheek

I suppose since Paul was there, he didn’t need revelation to relate his conversion experience in Acts 9, 22, and 26.

And when he remembered that Ananias had told him to “arise and be baptized and wash away thy sins,” perhaps he remembered it wrong, and Ananias corrected him later telling Paul “I said no such thing.”

I Corinthians 2:13
Which things also we speak, not in the words which man's wisdom teacheth, but which the Holy Ghost teacheth; comparing spiritual things with spiritual.

This verse proves God provided the words to his prophets, not just the ideas.

If God is supplying each and every word, then research or relying upon previous narratives is not necessary.

How It Worked Simply Put

Jeremiah 1:9

Then the Lord put forth his hand, and touched my mouth. And the Lord said unto me, Behold, I have put my words in thy mouth.
That’s not hard to understand, is it?

Inspiration Versus Revelation ?

Some make a distinction in inspiration and revelation:

· inspiration = protection from error

· revelation = unveiling something not previously known

That’s a false dichotomy - The way God protected scripture from error was by revealing the actual words to put down.

Prophets were “inspired” by God to “reveal” His words.

I Cor 2:9-13 describes the process of “inspiration” using the word “revealed.”
II Timothy 3:16
All Scripture Is Given By Inspiration Of God

Green’s Interlinear has - Every Scripture is God-breathed … 

We have heard many times that “inspiration” in II Tim 3:16-17 means “God-breathed,” but if God “breathed” it (spoke it), that would mean He supplied the information, not just that He watched for errors in information humans breathed (supplied).

And II Tim 3:16 is talking about “all scripture,” so “word for word revelation” is how the inspiration of scripture worked in all cases.

Dictation Theory?

God did dictate every word, but he used the vocabulary and style of His human mouthpieces.

A boss does not dictate using the vocabulary and writing style of his secretary.  But God did.
For example, if God inspired a country bumpkin like me, He would reveal the word “y’all” for the plural of you, but if God inspired a Yankee, He would choose “you guys.”
Deuteronomy 18:18
I will raise them up a Prophet from among their brethren, like unto thee, and will put my words in his mouth; and he shall speak unto them all that I shall command him.
So it worked the same way in Old Testament times:
· God commanded / supplied / chose each word ahead of time
· God’s words, not the prophet’s words (protected from error)
It is not a matter of how God could have revealed his word; it is a matter of how he said he did it.  Parallels:

· God could save without baptism, but is that how He does it?

· I suppose God “could” have created the world’s inhabitants through a long drawn out evolutionary process, but Genesis 1-2 tells us He didn’t do it that way.
How Revelation Works
John 16:13

When the Spirit of truth comes, he will guide you into all the truth, for he will not speak on his own authority, but whatever he hears he will speak, and he will declare to you the things that are to come.
The way the Holy Spirit guided the apostles into all truth was not just by protecting their research (like me nudging my son Wesley and his bike back onto the driveway when he strays).  The way it worked was that God spoke, and the Holy Spirit relayed what God said to the inspired writers.

Even if a man with a photographic memory could write out a document he had seen word for word with 99% accuracy, that is still not the same as giving him a copy of the document and having him mail it as is.
How Revelation Works
Matthew 10:19-20

But when they deliver you up, take no thought how or what ye shall speak: for it shall be given you in that same hour what ye shall speak.  For it is not ye that speak, but the Spirit of your Father which speaketh in you.

Bible writers didn’t even have to think about (much less research) what they were writing; God supplied word for word what He wanted put down.

Acts 2:39 is a good illustration of this.  Peter revealed in this verse that Gentiles should be welcomed into God’s kingdom, but evidently he didn’t truly realize what he was saying until the unclean animals on a sheet trance of Acts 10:10ff.

Thus Saith The Lord
A concordance search shows “thus saith the Lord” is found 413 times in the KJV, and “God said” is found 46 times.  So the Bible is full of what God says, not what man says (even under protection).
Exodus 20:1 And God spake all these words
Isaiah 1:2 the Lord hath spoken
Jeremiah 1:4 Then the word of the Lord came unto me, saying
Ezekiel 2:4 Thus saith the Lord God
Matthew 22:31 Have ye not read that which was spoken unto you by God?
Acts 1:16b the Holy Ghost by the mouth of David spake before
Acts 28:25 Well spake the Holy Spirit by Isaiah the prophet unto our fathers
God didn’t just oversee what man said; He spoke the words himself.

God Supplied The “Words” Not Just The Ideas
Exod 24:4 And Moses wrote all the words of the Lord …
Isa 51:16 And I have put my words in thy mouth …
Isa 59:21 As for me, this is my covenant with them, saith the Lord; My spirit that is upon thee, and my words which I have put in thy mouth, shall not depart out of thy mouth …
Jer 1:9 Then the Lord put forth his hand, and touched my mouth. And the Lord said unto me, Behold, I have put my words in thy mouth.
Jer 30:2 Thus speaketh the Lord God of Israel, saying, Write thee all the words that I have spoken unto thee in a book.
Jer 30:4 And these are the words that the Lord spake concerning Israel …
Jer 36:2 Take thee a roll of a book, and write therein all the words that I have spoken unto thee …
Jer 36:4 … and Baruch wrote from the mouth of Jeremiah all the words of the Lord, which he had spoken unto him, upon a roll of a book.
Ezek 3:4 And he said unto me, Son of man, go, get thee unto the house of Israel, and speak with my words unto them.
Zech 7:12 Yea, they made their hearts as an adamant stone, lest they should hear the law, and the words which the Lord of hosts hath sent in his spirit by the former prophets …

II Peter 1:20-21
Knowing this first, that no prophecy of the scripture is of any private interpretation.  For the prophecy came not in old time by the will of man: but holy men of God spake as they were moved by the Holy Ghost.

Not by the will of man:

· not from “research”

· not from “previously existing narratives”

· not from “extant sources”
· not from “court records”
· not from “word of mouth”

But by the Holy Ghost.

Similar To Speaking In Tongues

In some ways, inspiration worked like speaking in tongues did.

An apostle didn’t have to research and study “Egyptian” real fast to determine what he was saying in Acts 2:4ff.

Instead, the HG gave the apostles the very words to say in a language they had never learned.

Tongues were supernatural, a miracle - and so was revelation.

I Corinthians 14:37
If any man think himself to be a prophet, or spiritual, let him acknowledge that the things that I write unto you are the commandments of the Lord.

Not just that Paul’s writings were approved of and bound by the Lord (Matthew 18:18) …

But also that Paul’s writings were commandments that originated with the Lord.

John 14:26
God would send the Holy Ghost to “teach you all things, and bring all things to your remembrance, whatsoever I have said unto you.”

God did not rely upon the apostles’ knowledge or memory of Jesus’ teaching.  Yes they were there (eye witnesses), but their recall wouldn’t have been perfect, and God’s revelation must be perfect - or else we cannot rely upon any of it.
My father-in-law’s illustration:  If 10 people saw a car accident, how many different versions of what happened do you think you would get?  Now apply that to Bert Thompson’s assertion that Moses didn’t need revelation about the Israelites’ journey from Egypt to Canaan because he was there.
Conclusion
When we read in II Timothy 3:16 that “all scripture is inspired of God,” that doesn’t mean Godly men shared the results of their theological research; instead it means God directly told men what to put down in the scriptures, each and every word in each and every verse.

That is why the word of God is called the word of God (I Pet 1:23, etc.).  The Bible’s words are actually God’s words.

And that is why the Bible can be depended upon to the same degree that God can be depended on.

Any view that compromises this truth only serves to cheapen the Bible’s trustworthiness.
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General Negative Points

Certainly we see at times the inspired writers were exposed to other people’s information, but God gave them the words of that information to make sure everything was 100% accurate.

None of them say the writer was “protected from error.”  You would have to get that from elsewhere – and if you go elsewhere that brings in the passages like I Cor 2:13 that teach God supplied the info word for word.

Is there any place in the Bible that teaches God “protected from error” (other than the word for word way)?  I don’t remember a place teaching God “protected from error” in the cases like Neh 7:5.  If He didn’t do it word for word, then how do we know he “protected from error” those cases at all?
Nehemiah 7:5 - Register Of Genealogy

God duplicated what was in that register of genealogy (but not necessarily word for word) by telling Nehemiah exactly what to write in verse 6ff.

If God revealed the genealogy word for word as I Cor 2:13 teaches, then Nehemiah wouldn’t have even needed the register in front of him to duplicate it into the scriptures.  As a matter of fact, if Nehemiah had copied from the register, then he would probably have made one or two mistakes.  I know I would have.

Neh 7:5 teaches Nehemiah related to us what he found written in the register.  Passages like Deut 18:18 teach us that God supplied the words instead of leaving the copying of the register to Nehemiah’s mortal capabilities and thereby risk error.  Instead God “guided” Nehemiah in what to write by relating the words to the Holy Spirit who related the words to Nehemiah (John 16:13).  That’s harmonizes all the passages instead of arraying them one against another.

Nehemiah 7:5 is just like another other passage.  For example, when Luke was relating the details of Paul’s travels, it wasn’t just a process of writing what he saw; God told him the history to write (perhaps days, weeks, months, or years later).  Similarly, when Nehemiah was relating what was in the register, it wasn’t just a process of writing what he saw, but God told him what to write (perhaps days, weeks, months, or years later).  If it was later, do you think God would have depended upon Nehemiah’s fallible memory to get it exactly right?  We know God told Nehemiah and Luke what to write because of passages like Deut 18:18 and I Cor 2:13.

There is nothing in this passage inconsistent with how God says inspiration works in I Cor 2:9-13.

Daniel 9:2

Daniel Understood 70 Years By Books

The truth is Daniel understood seventy years by books and from God.

According to Deut 18:18, God told Daniel exactly what words to write in Dan 9:2, including the truth that Daniel learned from books (of Jeremiah) the seventy year duration.
When I relate what the Bible or other books say, I sometimes make mistakes.  God made sure such mistakes didn’t happen by revealing verse 2 and its details word for word to David.
There is nothing in this verse that is inconsistent with how God says revelation/inspiration works in I Cor 2:13 and etc.
Luke 1:1-3 - Luke Used Research To Write ?
Forasmuch as many have taken in hand to draw up a narrative concerning those matters which have been fulfilled among us,  even as they delivered them unto us, who from the beginning were eyewitnesses and ministers of the word,  it seemed good to me also, having traced the course of all things accurately from the first, to write unto thee in order, most excellent Theophilus; - ASV

If anything - this verse would teach Luke wrote his book without any inspiration at all, but instead traced the course of things and used that research to write.
The other option is that Luke read the other accounts as any Christian would, but that study was not needed by him to write the book of Luke – because God told him what words to write (I Cor 2:13).  It doesn’t actually say Luke got what he wrote from the previous narratives, does it?
· John 14:26 could very well describe Luke and his writings also.  The apostles were actually there to see the course of things, but God didn’t leave His revelation up to their memory.  Paul saw the course of the Corinthian things, but still was given the exact words to write - I Cor 2:13.
· Moses followed the course of things also, but surely you don’t agree with Bert Thompson that therefore Moses did not require revelation … to write of the journey of Israel from Egypt to Sinai.
Luke 1:1-4 Luke Interviewed And Investigated?

Can’t get that idea from the two most accurate translations - ASV & KJV.

Even in the NASB, the text does not say Luke interviewed the eyewitnesses.  It is saying the eyewitnesses handed down something – I think that could be the books of Matthew, Mark, and/or John.

And it doesn’t say the book of Luke was the result of Luke’s investigation.  It says Luke investigated (just like you and I should do), and then he wrote an account for us (thru inspiration which you and I can’t do) just like Matthew, Mark, and John did.
For example Matthew was there for a lot of what is recorded in his book about Jesus’ life.  But God did not leave his account up to Matthew’s fallible memory (John 14:26).  God used Matthew’s eyewitness experiences but still supplied each and every word (Matt 10:19-20) to make sure the written record was inerrant.  Similarly, God could have used Luke’s “investigation,” but still supplied each and every word.
Luke 1:1-3 - About Credibility Not Revelation
Luke’s gospel was written primarily for a Gentile audience who for the most part would not accept Luke’s inspiration (unless they had actually seen him do a miracle).  So Luke’s research comments in 1:1-3 are made so his book would have historical credibility.  If those reading the book had yet to accept Luke’s inspiration, then the fact that a physician had researched said historical events would give them much more reason to accept the veracity of his book than otherwise.

Luke’s research comment could be:

· telling the source of how he received the material for his writing, or
· gaining credibility with those who didn’t yet believe in his inspiration
We know the first option is false because of verses (I Cor 2:13, Deut 18:18, etc.) that say God gave the inspired writers the very words to say.  If God is giving words, research is unnecessary.
John 14:26

God Used Previous Experiences Of Apostles?

… the Holy Ghost … shall teach you all things, and bring all things to your remembrance, whatsoever I have said unto you.
Yes, but only in the same sense that God used the experiences of Adam and Eve when he revealed what happened to them through Moses.  Whether Moses was there or not is irrelevant to the accuracy of his history.  What is relevant is that God was there.

The point is that God did not rely upon the memory of the apostles according to John 14:26.
I Corinthians 1:11

Paul Got It From Chloe Not God

For it hath been declared unto me of you, my brethren, by them which are of the house of Chloe, that there are contentions among you.
The truth is it was declared to Paul by Chloe’s house and God.
According to I Cor 2:13, God told Paul exactly what words to write in verse 1:11, including the truth that those of the house of Chloe told Paul about the contentions.
Paul might have been like me and forgotten where he had heard about the contentions in Corinth.  But the HS reminded him who told him about the contentions, and what those contentions were.
I Corinthians 1:16b

Why Didn’t Paul Know

If God Was Revealing It?
… besides, I know not whether I baptized any other.
This seems to question the inspiration of the scriptures as much as it does my position.  Why didn’t Paul know if he was being inspired in any shape, form, or fashion?

God knew who Paul had baptized, but told Paul to say the words “I know not whether I baptized any other” - because:

· it was the truth (Paul really didn’t remember)

· the fact that Paul didn’t know who he had baptized was important to making Paul’s/God’s point that it doesn’t matter who baptizes you.
Titus 1:12

Paul Used A Previous Narrative?
One of themselves, even a prophet of their own, said, The Cretians are alway liars, evil beasts, slow bellies.
It is very possible Paul knew what the Cretian prophet said, but God wouldn’t take a chance on Paul’s finite knowledge.

God supernaturally revealed to Paul what the Cretian prophet said to make sure Paul got it right.
“God breathed” is not literal - He doesn’t breath
· it still means God supplied the words just like Luke 16:23 still means the rich man saw Abraham and Lazarus even though he didn’t have eyes anymore

